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BOOK REVIEWS
FEmrnAL MoTon CAssin REGULAuON, Analysis and Annotated Interpretation of the Federal Motor Carrier Act of 1935. By Parker
McCollister and Frank J. Clark. New York: The Traffic Publishing
Company. 1935, pp. x, 340.
It may seem a bold venture to write a textbook on the law of motor
carriers under the Federal Motor Carrier Act before the courts have
had a chance to pass upon the act or any of its provisions. However,
In this instance it really is not so difficult as it may seem as the Act
for the most part follows the Interstate Commerce Act, nearly all
possible phases of which have been considered by the court. The
phrasing of the latter act has been very closely followed in the new
act. Decisions under the Interstate Commerce Act are therefore
authority to guide in the interpretation of the Motor Carrier Act. The
authors have taken up the Act section by section and referred to the
holdings under the similar sections of the Interstate Commerce Act
in their predictions as to how the courts will rule under the former
act.
The treatise is brief and in many respects rather elementary, but
valuable nevertheless. The first fifty pages give a concise account of
the development of regulation of common carriers prior to the act
in question and also the reasons that led to the passage of the new
law. The appendix contains the Act together with sections of the
Interstate Commerce Act.
The authors doubt the right of Congress to go so far as it has in
regulating private carriers and especially in the right to regulate the
issuance of securities by -contract carriers. The delegation of legislative powers to the Commission is also questioned. In view of recent
Supreme Court decisions it is proper to consider whether Congress
has indicated standards of sufficient definiteness to avoid unconstitutionality.
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